Boycotts  Can  Be  Broken 


In  our  last  issue,  we  reported  that  a  New  England  businessman 
had  refused  to  yield  to  the  Arab  boycott.  His  company  had  received 
a  letter  of  credit  from  Syria  requiring  certification  that  it  would  not 
use  Israel  products  or  ships  that  traded  with  Israel. 

The  manufacturer  was  in  a  position  to  comply  and  to  furnish  the 
required  certification.  Furthermore,  there  was  $100,000  of  business 
at  stake. 

But,  like  most  Americans,  he  resented  this  attempt  by  a  foreign 
government  to  involve  him  in  an  economic  war  against  a  friendly 
democracy.  He  rejected  the  terms. 

And  now  the  sequel.  Last  week  the  corporation  received  a 
correction”  from  Syria,  eliminating  the  irrelevant  and  offensive 
requirements.  Thus,  the  manufacturer  may  resume  business  under 
the  old  terms. 

• 

The  way  to  break  the  Arab  boycott  is  to  resist  it.  This 'was 
demonstrated  when  the  Arab  League  exerted  furious  pressures  on 
Bonn  to  prevent  the  payment  of  reparations  to  Israel. 

But  threats  proved  empty — and  West  Germany’s  exports  to  the 
Arab  states  soared  from  $30  million  in  1950  to  $204  million  in  1957. 
The  U.S.  Navy  might  consider  these  precedents. 

The  Navy  has  insisted  that  it  does  not  deny  vessel  owners  who 
have  traded  with  Israel  the  opportunity  to  bid  for  contracts  to  carry 
oU.  But  it  believes  that  it  renders  vessel  owners  a  service  by  putting 
them  on  notice  that  they  may  suffer  financial  loss  if,  because  of 
trade  with  Israel,  they  “unknowingly  undertake  a  service”  they  can¬ 
not  perform. 

But  this  explanation  misses  the  main  point:  The  Navy  is 
officiaUy  recognizing  the  Arab  blacklist  and  permitting  foreign  gov¬ 
ernments  to  discriminate  against  U.S.  shippers  and  seamen.  This 
policy  has  evoked  strong  protest  in  Congress,  in  the  press  and  in  the 
Maritime  Trades  Department  of  the  AFL-CIO  and  the  Seafarers 
International  Union. 

The  Detroit  News  has  said  that  “appeasement  of  a  blackmailer 
.  comes  illfittingly  from  those  whose  purpose  in  history  and  duty 
has  been  to  ensure  freedom  of  the  seas.”  And  the  Cincinnati 
Enquirer,  Feb.  6,  called  on  the  Navy  to  change  a  “disgraceful” 
policy  of  “abject  surrender.” 

Attention  has  also  been  directed  to  the  fact  that  American  ships 
which  carry  surplus  foods  to  the  Arab  states  are  barred  by  Arab 
buyers  if  they  have  traded  with  Israel,  even  though  the  U.S.  govern¬ 
ment  puts  up  the  dollars  to  finance  the  purchases  and  the  law  pro¬ 
vides  that  half  the  cargoes  must  be  carried  on  American  ships.  This 
practice  was  first  exposed  in  the  Senate  in  1956,  but  it  has  come  into 
focus  again  with  the  resumption  of  large-scale  shipments  of  surplus 
foods  to  the  UAR. 

• 

Oil  is  becoming  plentiful  all  over  the  world.  There  are  many 
sources  of  oil  available  to  the  Navy — ^in  the  Persian  Gulf  and  in  the 
Mediterranean.  In  fact,  one  suspects  that  if  our  Navy  announced 
that  it  would  no  longer  purchase  oil  from  those  who  make  these 
objectionable  stipulations,  the  stipulations  would  rapidly  vanish. 
The  oil-producing  Arab  states  no^  customers  like  ^e  Navy  far 
more  than  the  Navy  needs  them.  It  is  equally  obvious  that  the  UAR 
and  other  Arab  countries  urgently  need  our  surplus  foods,  and  their 
restrictions  on  the  mode  of  transport  would  also  vanish,  as  speedily 
as  the  Damascus  letter  of  credit  was  “corrected,”  if  the  Administra¬ 
tion  adopted  a  firm  policy,  refusing  to  sanction  illegitimate  trade 
practices  which  serve  economic  aggression. 
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Ind  of  a  Ckoptor.  The  Danish 
freighter,  Inge  Toft,  after  eight  and  a 
half  months  of  detention  in  Port  Said 
has  yielded  up  her  cargo  to  President 
Nasser.  And,  to  add  insult  to  injury, 
the  UAR  forced  the  owners  to  pay  the 
unloading  costs  so  that  they  could 
claim  that  there  was  no  coercion. 

The  story  began  last  April  when  the 
Inge  Toft,  chartered  by  the  United 
Mediterranean  Agencies,  N.  Y.,  her 
34-man  crew  under  Captain  R  V. 
Schultz,  set  out  on  her  maiden  voyage 
from  Haifa  to  the  Orient  carrying  1,5W 
tons  of  potash,  4,000  tons  of  cement, 
13  tons  of  marble  and  13  tons  of  scrap 
iron — all  worth  about  $100,000. 

On  May  21,  as  the  freighter  was 
about  to  enter  the  Suez  Canal,  Nasser 
halted  the  ship.  Captain  Schultz  re¬ 
fused  to  surrender  his  cargo.  The 
UAR  refused  to  release  the  ship. 

Israel  protested  to  the  UN.  Secre¬ 
tary  General  Dag  Hammarskjold  went 
to  Cairo  to  discuss  a  compromise.  At 
the  UM-  in  October,  28  nations  con¬ 
demned  the  blockade.  Yet  despite 
international  opinion  and  personal  di¬ 
plomacy,  Nasser  refused  to  budge. 

Finally,  the  ship’s  owners,  the  Jut- 
landia  Shipping  Co.,  Denmark,  decided 
Feb.  4  to  abandon  me  struggle  because 
the  ship  needed  repairs.  It  is  estimated 
that  the  long  detention  cost  the  charter¬ 
ers  $1000  a  day. 

The  U.  S.  position  on  freedom  of 
shipping  through  the  Suez  was  reaf¬ 
firmed  by  Secretary  of  State  Christian 
A.  Herter  in  a  press  conference  Feb.  9: 

“.  .  .  The  S^retary  General  of  the 
United  Nations  undertook  to  deal  firmly 
with  this  matter  between  Israel  and 
Egypt  His  efforts  are  stiU  continuing. 
As  of  now,  they  do  not  appear  to  have 
been  too  successful.  But  how  they  will 
turn  out,  I  cannot  say  at  this  time. 
He  may  still  succeed  in  working  out 
a  modus  vivendi  which  will  take  care 
of  that  problem.  Until  we  know  the  de¬ 
gree  of  success  ex'  failure  which  he  has 
{.Continued  on  page  72) 
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The  Arab  League  Conference  on 
Palestine,  which  opened  in  Cairo  Feb. 
8,  was  preceded  by  the  customary 
competition  in  which  Arab  leaders 
prove  their  nationalism  by  the  extrava¬ 
gance  of  their  enmity  against  Israel. 

On  the  eve  of  the  session,  this  was 
the  record  of  “achievement” 


^  The  Lebanese  government  proposed 
to  divert  the  Hasbani  River  to  reduce 
Israel’s  water  supply. 

^  Five  Arab  delegations  called  on 
UN  Secretary  General  Dag  Ham- 
marskjold  to  protest  Israel’s  water 
program. 

11  Syrian  soldiers  harassed  Israel 
settlements  in  Galilee. 

^President  Nasser  finally  seized  the 
Inge  Toft  cargo,  rebuffing  Hammarsk- 
jold’s  pleas  to  open  the  Suez  Canal. 


Putting  Water  to  Waste 


their  waters.  One  of  the  most  construc¬ 
tive  initiatives  was  the  U.S.  effort  to 
promote  multilateral  development  of 
the  Jordan  Valley.  Agreements  were 
reached  between  Israel,  Syria  and  Leb- 1 
anon  on  technical  and  engineering 
questions,  but  the  Arabs  vetoed  the 
plan  because  they  refused  cooperation  I 
in  any  project  which  might  bring  some 
advantage  to  Israel  no  matter  how 
much  it  helped  them. 

In  the  meantime,  both  Israel  and 
Jordan  are  proceeding  with  their  own 
water  development  programs. 

Our  government  is  financing  Jordan’s 
project  to  divert  the  Yarmuk  River 
away  from  the  Jordan  River  to  irrigate 
land  in  the  Jordan  Valley.  Neverthe¬ 
less  Jordan,  last  November,  opened  a 
propaganda  offensive  against  Israel’s 
water  plans,  which  ultimately  involve 
the  use  of  Jordan  River  water  to  irri¬ 
gate  parched  lands  in  Israel’s  southern 


so  that  these  waters  could  be  part  of 
I  a  comprehensive  water  development. 

Unfortunately,  that  plan  was  shelved 
in  the  first  partition  of  Palestine  which 
in  1921,  fixed  the  boundary  of  Pales¬ 
tine  south  of  the  Litani  gorge.  Evqn 
then,  constructive  regional  cooperation 
might  have  put  the  Litani  to  use  in  a 
unified  plan  to  help  Lebanon,  Syria, 
Israel  and  Jordan.  But  such  ideas 
have  been  tabooed  by  a  perverse 
^chauvinism. _ _ _ _ 

Anothor  Us«l«ss  Schom*.  As  for  the 

Banias,  it  would  be  enormously  ex¬ 
pensive  to  reverse  the  course  of  this 
waterway,  which  now  flows  down  from 
Mount  Hermon,  and  divert  it  through 
mountainous  country  to  the  Yarmuk. 

Finally,  all  these  bizarre  calculations 
ignore  the  consequences.  Even  if 
Lebanon  and  Syria  could  afford  to 
divert  these  waters,  the  water  flow 
into  the  Jordan  River  would  be  re¬ 


^  Iraq  and  Tunisia  are  boycotting  the 
conference.  But  Premier  Kassem  of 
Iraq  sought  attention  by  calling  on  all 
Arab  workers  to  donate  one  hour’s  pay 
to  equip  a  Palestine  army. 

^  On  the  Cairo  agenda  is  the  UAR 
proposal  to  create  a  Palestine  army 
(presumably  under  UAR  command), 
but  this  is  bitterly  resisted  by  Jordan, 
for  it  implies  that  King  Hussein’s  sub¬ 
jects  owe  allegiance  to  a  future  Arab 
government  to  be  established  in  the 
UAR-controlled  Gaza,  rather  than  to 
Amman. 

^In  this  same  connection.  Western 
diplomats  are  alarmed  by  a  recent 
cl^  over  the  designation  of  a  UAR 
consul  in  Jerusalem.  Reflecting  on 
Jordan’s  sovereignty  over  the  city,  a 
UAR  diplomat  offered  credentials  not 
to  the  Hashemite  Kingdom  of  Jordan, 
but  to  the  military  authorities  in  control 
of  the  city.  Jordan  rejected  the  dip¬ 
lomatic  snub. 

One  may  complacently  dismiss  all 
these  threats  as  frenetic  breastbeating. 
But  competent  observers  are  growing 
concerned  lest  Arabs  again  become 
arrogantly  emboldened  or  Israel  again 
feel  isolated  and  insecure. 


lebanen  Water  Dhrersloii.  For  cen¬ 
turies  the  precious  waters  of  the  Near 
East  have  rushed  wastefuUy  into  the 
seas.  In  this  last  decade  governments 
have  begun  ambitious  plans  to  harness 


desert. 

The  UAR  seconded  Jordan’s  initia¬ 
tive  with  a  proposal  that  Syria  and 
Lebanon  divert  the  Banias  and  Has¬ 
bani  rivers,  northern  tributaries  of  the 
Jordan,  and  thus  keep  this  water  out 
of  the  Jordan  Valley. 


Ixords*  in  Wast*.  The  proposed  Has¬ 
bani  diversion  is  an  engineering  night¬ 
mare — an  exercise  in  waste  and  spite¬ 
fulness  which  would  serve  no  con¬ 
structive  purpose.  Western  diplomats 
are  shocked  that  Lebanon  officials 
should  entertain  futility  as  national 
policy.  To  divert  the  Hasbani,  the 
Lebanese  would  have  to  tunnel  through 
the  Lebanese  mountains,  at  a  cost  of 
between  $10  and  $15  million  dollars. 
But  all  for  no  purposel  For  even  then, 
the  waters  would  join  the  Litani  River 
below  the  dam  which  the  Lebanese 
have  been  building  (with  U.S.  advice 
and  World  Bank  assistance).  Thus 
the  water  would  waste  into  the  sea. 

The  London  Economist,  Jan.  30, 
brands  the  proposal  “irresponsible”  and 
suggests  that  Lebanon  made  the  threat 
because,  “commonly  suspected  of  half¬ 
heartedness  towards  Israel,”  it  will 
be  able  to  “hold  its  head  high  at  a 
Cairo  conference.” 

Against  the  background  of  history, 
the  Hasbani  diversion  prt^XMal  is  in¬ 
deed  a  sorry  retrogression.  Forty  years 
ago  American  and  British  statesmen 
believed  that  Palestine’s  northern  fron¬ 


tier  should  extend  to  the  Litani  River, 


duced  by  no  more  than  about  one- 
third.  Under  the  Israel  development, 
which  is  in  the  framework  of  the  Johns¬ 
ton  plan,  most  of  the  Jordan  River 
water  is  earmarked  for  the  Jordanians. 
Thus,  any  Arab  attempt  to  cut  the  flow 
of  the  Jordan  would  reduce  the  total 
water  available.  Jordan — not  Israel — 
would  ultimately  be  the  victim  of  the 
UAR’s  mischief. 

The  Arabs,  themselves,  may  be  hav¬ 
ing  second  thoughts  about  Um  project 
On  Feb.  10,  the  New  York  Times  re¬ 
ported  from  (^airo  that  President  Nas¬ 
ser  was  not  actively  supporting  the 
Lebanese  prc^xxal.  Nasser  is  in  a 
vulnerable  position.  The  Nile  River 
originates  in  Sudan,  Ethiopia,  Uganda 
and  Kenya.  And  it  would  be  a  sad 
day  for  Nasser  if  any  of  these  countries 
should  embark  on  the  kind  of  water 
diversion  program  that  Cairo  Radio  has 
been  endorsing  in  its  own  northern 
province  and  in  LebanoiL  But  if  Nas¬ 
ser  has  some  private  misgivings,  his 
propaganda  machine  has  been  claiming 
“credit”  for  this  dubious  undertaking. 
On  Jan.  27,  Al-Gomhuria,  official  UAR 
spokesman,  declared: 

\  “History  will  record  that  the  UAR  \ 
'  was  the  first  state  to  ring  the  bell 
\  of  danger  . . .  The  Lebanese  minis-  ^ 
tor  affirmed  his  government’s  inten¬ 
tion  to  divert  the  Hasbani  River  so 
ihat  it  will  not  fiow  into  the  Jordan 
^ver  and  go  to  Israel  .  .  .  Israel 
intends  to  exploit  this  water  in 
oraer  to  gather  on  its  soO  the  senm 
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of  the  earth  and  in  order  to 
tranaform  the  belored  land  into 
fortified  bastions  .  .  .  Once  again, 

O  Ben-Gurion,  we  are  here.** 

Of  this  last,  there  was  little  doubt. 
And  a  day  or  two  after  that  broadcast, 
Nasser’s  hand  was  at  work  in  the  Gali¬ 
lee  on  the  Israel-Syrian  frontier. 

Putting  Land  to  Waste.  That  phrase, 
the  “Israel-Syrian  frontier’’  is  the  issue 
in  the  dispute. 

Since  1949,  the  Syrians  have  been 
challenging  Israel’s  sovereignty  in  the 
demilitarized  zones  which  lie  along  the 
frontier  area.  The  Syrians  were  never 
satisfied  with  the  international  frontier. 
When  the  British  assumed  the  man¬ 
date  for  Palestine,  they  insisted  with 
the  support  of  our  own  government 
that  Palestine  should  control  all  its 


zones,  and  there  would  be  no  interrup¬ 
tion  in  economic  development 

FrcMn  the  outset  the  Syrians  have 
tried  to  block  any  water  development 
inside  the  demilitarized  zones,  such  as 
their  unsuccessful  fight  to  block  the 
Huleh  drainage  program  in  19S1,  and 
their  successful  fight  to  halt  the  diver¬ 
sion  canal  and  power  plant  in  1953. 

The  Israelis  have  every  reason  to 
regret  that  they  consented  to  the  de¬ 
militarized  zone  arrangement.  Obvi¬ 
ously,  they  expected  that  the  armistice 
agreement  would  be  speedily  replaced 
by  peace  settlements.  They  never 
dreamed  that  the  demilitarized  zones 
would  be  exploited  to  threaten  their 
sovereignty  over  their  own  territory. 

This,  then,  is  the  core  of  the  argu¬ 
ment  The  Israelis  maintain  that  the 
international  frontier  between  Israel 


water  resources,  and  that  its  bound-  j  and  Syria  has  not  been  changed, 
aries,  therefore,  should  be  east  of  the  j  The  Arabs  have  insisted  that  the  in- 
Jordan  River  and  the  Sea  of  Galilee.  ,  /  tetnational  frontier  has  vanished  and 
Prime  Minister  David  Lloyd  George! //ihat  the  demilitarized  zone  is  a  no- 
wrote  at  that  time:  “The  waters  of^  man’s  land.  In  fact,  the  Arabs  have 
Palestine  are  essential  to  its  existence  even  claimed  that  the  territory  belongs 


and  without  these  waters  Palestine 
would  be  a  wilderness.  On  the  other 
hand,  those  same  waters  are  of  no  use 
to  anyone  holding  Syria.” 

Neither  Washington  nor  London  was 
happy  with  the  boundary,  since  the 
Litani  was  excluded  from  Palestine. 
But  the  Syrians  were  also  unhappy  and 
they  have  always  hoped  to  push  the 
frontier  westward  to  the  Jordan  River 
and  the  Galilee  and  thus  assert  ripar¬ 
ian  rights  in  waterways  which  are 
vital  to  Israel’s  life  and  development 

When  the  Arabs  went  to  war  against 
the  UN  Partition  Resolution  in  1948, 
Syrian  tro<^  immediately  moved  to 
the  waterline.  When  shooting  ended, 
they  were  occupying  narrow  strips  of 
territory  inside  brael  between  the  fron¬ 
tier  and  the  Jordan  River  and  the  Sea 
of  Galilee.  For  their  part,  the  Israelis 
were  holding  14  villages  inside  Leba¬ 
non.  The  Israelis  had  no  interest  in 
Lebanese  territory  and  they  were  will¬ 
ing  to  withdraw  to  the  old  international 
frontier.  But  they  insisted  that  the 
Syrians  should  wi^draw  from  Israel. 

Acting  UN  Mediator  Ralph  Bunche 
said  that  each  armistice  agreement 
should  be  handled  separately.  The 
Israelis  withdrew  from  Lebanon.  The 
armistice  was  quickly  signed. 

But  the  Syrians  refused  to  withdraw. 
After  long  negotiations  a  “compromise” 
was  reached.  It  was  agreed  to  create 
three  demilitarized  zones.  Neither  Is¬ 
rael  nor  Syria  would  have  military 
forces  in  these  zones 'adjacent  to  the. 
old  international  frontier.  But  it  waa 
clearly  understood  that  the  Jewish  and 
Arab  residents  would  be  allowed  to 
continue  their  peaceful  pursuits  in  tbi 


to  Syria.  On  Apr.  17,  1951,  the  Syrian 
delegate,  Faris  el-Kouri  Bey,  declared 
before  the  UN  Security  Council: 

“The  statement  made  here  that 
the  demilitarized  zone  is  in  Israel 
territory  is  incorrect  and  nntme . . . 
We  never  agreed  that  the  demilitar¬ 
ized  zone  was  in  Israel  territiMry. 
All  the  demilitarized  zones  along 
the  line  between  the  two  states  were 
taken  from  Syrian  occupation. 
Before  this  armistice,  where  the 
demilitarized  zone  now  exists,  the 
territory  was  all  under  the  occupa¬ 
tion  of  the  Syrian  Army.  *1110 
Syrian  Army  withdrew  from  this 
tract  of  land  only  in  order  to  supply 
the  place  for  the  demilitarized 
zone.  For  this  reason  the  Syrian 
Government  has  always  claimed 
the  part  where  the  demilitarised 
zone  now  exists  to  be  Syrian  ter¬ 
ritory.” 

This  explains  why  the  Syrians  are 
eager  to  have  local  conflicts  considered 
by  the  UN  Mixed  Armistice  Commis¬ 
sion,  (MAC),  for  by  that  procedure 
they  would  assert  some  status  with  re¬ 
spect  to  this  territory.  For  their  part, 
the  Israelis  are  ready  to  refer  disputes 
with  Arab  farmers  in  the  area  to  the 
UN  Truce  Supervision  Organization 
(UNTSO),  but  they  won’t  discuss  them 
with  Syrians  inside  MAC  because  they 
contend  the  Syrians  have  no  standing 
on  matters  within  Israel  territory. 

Th#  Rocont  Flara<iwp.  What  caused 
j  the  recent  shooting  in  the  area? 

I  Israelis  charge  that  Syrians  illegally 
established  a  military  position  in  the 
ruined  and  deserted  houses  at  Tawafik, 
an  abandoned  village  in  the  demilitar¬ 


ized  zone  southeast  of  Lake  Kinneret, 
and  that  soldiers  from  this  base  at¬ 
tacked  the  Israel  village  of  Beth  Katzir. 
Some  600  Israel  complaints  were 
lodged  with  UNTSO  since  1957. 

In  mid-December,  Syrians  sent  sol¬ 
diers,  dressed  as  farmers  but  equipped 
with  rifles  and  submachine  guns,  across 
an  irrigation  ditch  separating  Arab  and 
Israel  lands.  On  I>ec.  24,  im  Israel 
policeman  was  killed  by  fire  from  Ta¬ 
wafik.  Syrian  attacks  became  more 
menacing  in  the  last  week  of  January. 
On  Jan.  31,  three  Israel  policemen 
were  wounded.  One  died  after  Syrians 
prevented  the  Israelis  from  reaching 
him  for  two  hours.  The  Israel  army 
was  then  ordered  to  wipe  out  the  mili¬ 
tary  installations  in  Tawafik. 

The  complaint  submitted  to  the  UN 
by  the  UAR  accuses  the  Israelis  of 
attacking  Arab  farmers  in  a  “planned 
aggressive  policy  in  the  demilitarized 
zone  in  order  to  occupy  the  area.” 

The  Arabs  maintain  that  the  Israelis 
have  been  gradually  pushing  them  out 
of  the  disputed  zone.  But  Premier 
Ben-Gurion  told  the  Israel  Knesset,  Feb. 
1,  that  Israel  would  continue  to  permit 
rightful  landowners  to  cultivate  land  in 
the  area  but  that  this  permission  did 
not  extend  to  the  Syrian  government, 
army  or  police. 

What  possessed  the  UAR  to  renew 
its  border  incursions?  Son^  believe 

>4bat  Nwer^cann^^t  q<llWi»iii  Jilt- 

enemy.  Now  that  he  has  dropped  his 
''pT^agand^  war  against  the  United 
States  and  has  become  the  beneficiary 
of  large-scale  Western  assistance,  he 
must  concentrate  bis  fire  against  Israel 
to  prove  that  he  is  a  better  Arab  than 
such  a  rival  as  Kassem.  Nasser  may 
also  need  this  border  diversion  to  quiet 
anti-Nasser  sentiment  in  Syria. 

Whatever  may  be  the  motivation  for 
Nasser’s  new  belligerence,  the  Israelis 
are  plainly  concerned.  They  have  be¬ 
come  increasingly  depressed  because 
of  the  inability  of  tl^  UN  and  the 
United  States  to  halt  Nasser’s  block¬ 
ades.  They  believe  that  unconditional 
Western  aid  to  Nasser  which  ignores 
this  belligerence  may  encourage  him 
to  make  good  his  boasts. 

Moreover  Western  assistance  to  Nas¬ 
ser  is  making  it  easier  for  the  Egyptian 
dictator  to  acquire  weapons  from  the 
Soviet  Union. 

The  Arabs  openly  proclaim  their 
intention  to  fight  again.  On  Feb.  2, 
Cairo  Radio  labelled  Ben-Gurion  “a 
professional  criminal  who  is  trying  .  .  . 
to  achieve  .  .  .  through  a  sick  imagina¬ 
tion,  a  permanent  peace  with  a  neigh¬ 
bor  (that  is,  Egypt)  who  is  preparing 
for  the  second  round." 
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continued 

■^eved,  I  feel  that  working  through 
mat  channel,  to  which  we  have  given 
mtU  support,  is  the  best  way  of  hand¬ 
ing  the  matter.” 

'  But  Hanunarskjold  was  turned  down 
in  Cairo  on  Jan.  21.  And  on  Feb.  4, 
he  told  the  press:  ‘The  fact  that  cer¬ 
tain  attitudes  of  member  governments 
are  not  adjusted  to  what,  from  my 
point  of  view,  is  the  UN  line,  does  not 
mean  acquiescence  either  from  the  UN 
or  from  the  Secretary  General.”  Ham- 
marskjold  designated  the  General  As¬ 
sembly  and  the  Security  Council  as 
“the  proper  spokesmen”  on  further  ac¬ 
tion. 

The  New  York  Herald  Tribune,  Feb. 
8,  said  that  “non-acquiescence  isn’t 
enough  to  solve  the  underlying  prob¬ 
lems  in  the  Middle  East”  Earlier,  on 
^eb.  5,  the  Tribune  criticized  both  the 
United  States  and  the  UN  for  refusing 
“to  come  to  grips  with  the  Suez  side  of 
the  Middle  East  conflict,  or  for  that 
matter,  any  side  of  it”  And  in  refer¬ 
ence  to  the  Sinai  campaign  of  1956, 
the  Tribune  said:  “If  such  a  calama- 
tous  event  were  to  occur  again,  a 
large  share  of  responsibility  would  have 
to  be  borne  by  the  nations  which  today 
are  ignoring,  neglecting  or  abetting 
Nasser’s  blockade.” 

Kossmn  Mojocts  Rod  Bid.  Iraq’s  Pre¬ 
mier  Kassem  has  turned  down  Ab¬ 
dullah  Bustani’s  powerful  Communist 
Party  bid  for  a  license  as  a  political 
party.  Instead,  Kassem  grant^  a  li¬ 
cense  to  a  small  Communist  splinter 
group  led  by  Daoud  Sayegh.  Bustani’s 
party,  the  main  Iraqi  Communist  fac¬ 
tion,  had  been  considered  Kassem’s 
major  supporter. 

Shew-cas*  Aid.  A  new  and  more  se¬ 
lective  approach  to  our  foreign  aid 
program  in  Asia — to  supply  aid  where 
it  counts  most — has  been  developed  by 
the  Administration  to  offset  the  picture 
of  Communist  China’s  rapid  economic 
growth.  The  “show-case”  program 
will  mean  concentrated  aid  to  selected 
nations  thus  providing  a  demonstration 
of  economic  development  under  free¬ 
dom  as  against  that  of  Communist 
China  und^  regimentation.  Increased 
aid  to  India,  Pakistan,  Taiwan  and  the 
emerging  nations  of  Africa  below  the 
Sahara  is  contemplated. 

SetriiHl  the  Record  Strai9ht.  President 
Eisenhower  has  told  his  Feb.  4  press 
conference  that  he  erred  in  saying  that 
he  had  personally  warned  Israel  Am¬ 
bassador  Eban  about  the  dangers  of  an 
Israel  attack  during  the  Suez  crisis  of 
1956.  The  President  corrected  his 
earlier  remarks  and  said  that  actually 
he  had  expressed  his  views  to  the  late 
Secretary  of  State  John  Foster  Dulles, 
who  was  to  meet  with  Mr.  Eban  a  few 
minutes  later. 

In  Briof.  Evangelist  Billy  Graham  will 
be  allowed  into  Jordan.  Graham  was 
blacklisted  last  November  for  alleged 
pro-Israel  activity. 


l.C.)  wrote  “if  the  purpose  of  our  en- 
^  into  the  controversy  was  to  appease 
'the  hopes  or  anger  of  the  UAR,  we 
made  a  classic  failure,”  and  Rep.  Rich¬ 
ard  E.  Lankford  (D-Md.)  said  the 
statement  was  “clear  on  the  refusal  to 
Israel ...  to  use  the  Suez  CanaL”  Rep, 
Lester  Holtz/nan  (D-N.Y.)  said  we 
shoi^  make  it  “crystal  clear  to  Nasser 
international  agreements  must  be 
/twservcd.” 

Rep.  Charles  R.  Jonas  (R-N.C.) 
asks  for  “firm  assurances.”  Rep.  W.  R. 
Hull,  Jr.  (D-Mo.)  wrote,  “I  have  no 
sympathy  with  the  UAR  in  this  con- 
Rep.  James  C.  Oliver  (D- 


Congressional  Mailbag  / 

The  UAR  blockade  of  Suez,  mt 
World  Bank  loan  to  the  UAR  and  tpe 
U.S.  Navy’s  capitulation  to  the/^ab 
boycott  are  all  items  in  the 
on  Capitol  Hill. 

The  major  theme  expressed  wCihe 
hope  ^tat-tht  UAr  wtU-Cfid^its  &lock- 

["Aus,  Sen.  John  F.  Kennedy  (D- 
‘This  loan  would 


nection. 

Me.)  hopes  for  “the  correction  of  this; 
injustice.”  The  UAR  blockade  is  a: 
“flagrant  violation”  wrote  Rep.  Byron  j 
G.  Rogers  (D-Colo.).  And  Rep.  Over- 
ton  Brooks  (D-La.)  said,  “the  UAR  . 
has  no  right,  legal  or  moral,  to  the 
canal  and  I  don’t  think  we  should  > 
make  their  job  easier  in  operating  I 
‘stolen  property.’  ” 

Rep.  Stewart  L.  Udall  (D-Ariz-)  is 
“disturbed”  over  the  “continued  cam¬ 
paign  of  harassment.”  And  Rep.  Tor- 
bert  H.  Macdonald  {D-Mass.)  stated:  j 
“American  money  participating  in  this 
loan  .  .  .  would  be  misconstrued  as : 
giving  approval  to  discrimination.”  ' 

On  Feb.  4,  Rep.  Thomas  J.  Lane' 
(D-Mass.)  told  the  House:  “The  great] 
power  of  the  U.S.  Navy  has  been  madei 
subservient  to  the  illegal,  irresponsible! 
and  condemned  boycott  action  ...” 

Rep.  Joe  Holt  (R-Calif.)  says:  “.  .  .  i 
the  Suez  should  be  open  to  ships  of  all 
nations,  like  the  Panama  Can^.”  On. 
Feb.  8,  Rep.  Daniel  J.  Flood  (D-Pa-) 
inserted  in  the  Congressional  Record'. 
the  Jan.  25  editorial  from  the  St.  Peters- 1 
burg  (Fla.)  Independent,  which  pointed! 
out  that  “Dictator  Nasser  who  found  us ; 
ready  to  help  when  he  grabbed  the  ; 
Suez  Canal  is  getting  ready  to  help! 
Panama  grab  our  canal  in  payment  for  , 
our  stupidity.  .  .” 

On  Feb.  9,  Sen.  Hugh  Scott  (R-Pa.)  ; 
and  Rep.  John  A.  Lafore,  Jr.  (R-Pa.) 
protested  to  the  Navy  against  sacri-j 
ficing  principle  for  convenience.  i 


ass.)  has  written: 

!  unwelcome  if  it  became  an  instru- 
ent  of  fOTestalUng  the  correction  ofl 
e  injustice  which  Israel  now  suffers 
.  .  I  believe  it  is  all  the  more  reason 
'hy  our  diplomacy  should  engage  it-j 
;lf  firmly  in  the  task  ofNproviding 


is  Republican  colleaguer 

erett  Saltonstall,  hopes  the  IMR  will 
now  operate  the  canal  as  “ti  le  truly 
international  waterway  for  whic  li  it  was 
intended.” 

Pointing  to  the  UAR’s  increised  re¬ 
liance  on  Western  aid.  Sen.  Harrison 
A.  Williams  (D-NJ.)  said  “this  stepped 
up  contact  will  provide  additidnal  op¬ 
portunities  to  press  upon  then  an  en¬ 
forceable  agreement  .  .  .” 

Over  television,  Feb.  7,  Sen  Stuart 
Symington  (D-Mo.)  stated:  “Itlis  most 
unfortunate  that  we  don’t  seem  m  have 
the  moral  force  in  the  UN  and  ^e  rest 
of  the  world  to  prevent  ships  ]|bound 
for  Israel  being  arbitrarily  detailed  by 
Nasser.  .  .”  \ 

Both  Colorado  Senators  have  Uken 
a  stand.  Sen.  Gordon  Allott  (R\  has 
called  for  “a  more  civilized  op)erition 
of  the  canal.”  Sen.  John  A.  Catroll 
(D)  asked  “what,  if  anything”  ^as 
been  done  to  implement  President  Eis¬ 
enhower’s  promise  in  1957.  \ 

Recalling  the  President’s  1957  stau- 
ment.  Rep.  Robert  W.  Hemphill  (h- 
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